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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1 . In response to communications filed on August 3, 2004, claims 1-25 and 
27-36 are cancelled, claims 53 has been added. Therefore, claims 26 and 37-53 
are presently pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claim 37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shirley et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,737,739), in view of Anderson et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,510,434). 

As to claim 37, Shirley et al. teaches assigning a first document tag to a 
document (See column 3, lines 15-28, where the "markup language tag" is read 
on "first document tag"); 

automatically assigning a second document tag to the document based on 
a rule associated with the first document tag (See column 3, lines 15-33, where 
the "query tag" is read on "second document tag" and "cross-reference tags " is 
read on "associated tag"). 



Application/Control Number: 10/016,674 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2164 

Shirley et al. dose not teach a computer-implemented method of 
facilitating access to documents; wherein the first document tag is associated 
with a first domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; and 
wherein the second document tag is associated with a second domain having a 
single-rooted, hierarchical data structure. 

Anderson et al. teaches system and method for retrieving information from 
a database using an index of XML tags and metafiles (See Abstract), in which he 
teaches a computer-implemented method of facilitating access to documents 
(See abstract, where "access" is read on "retrieving"); wherein the first document 
tag is associated with a first domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data 
structure (See abstract; column 2, lines 41-42, lines 53-65); and wherein the 
second document tag is associated with a second domain having a single-rooted, 
hierarchical data structure (See abstract; column 2, lines 41-42, lines 53-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to have modified Shirley et al. , to 
include wherein the first document tag is associated with a first domain having a 
single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; and wherein the second document tag 
is associated with a second domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data 
structure. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified Shirley et al. , by the teachings 
of Anderson et al. because wherein the first document tag is associated with a 
first domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; and wherein the 
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second document tag is associated with a second domain having a single-rooted, 
hierarchical data structure would focus the search on the most relevant 
information, perform the search in the most efficient manner and support 
searching multiple databases (See Anderson et al., column 2, lines 27-30). 



4. Claims 26, and 38-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over LaMarca et al. (U.S. Patent 6,266,682) in view of Shirley et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,737,739), and further in view of Anderson et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,510,434). 

As to claim 26, LaMarca et al. teaches a computer-implemented method 
of facilitating access to investment research documents (See abstract, where 
"investment research document" is read on "documents"), comprising: 

receiving an investment research document from a content publisher (See 
abstract, where "investment research document" is read on "document" and it is 
inherent that a "document" has a "publisher"); 

receiving an indication of a first document tag from the content publisher 
(See column 2, lines 53-55; column 7, lines 44-45, column 15, lines 18-19); 

transmitting an indication of the associated tag to the content publisher 
(See column 2, lines 53-55); 

receiving an indication from the content publisher (See column 2, lines 53- 
55; column 7, lines 44-45, column 15, lines 18-19); 
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transmitting the retrieved investment research document to a content 
reader via a communication network (See column 1, lines 45-51 ; where "user" is 
read on "content reader"). 

LaMarca et al. does not teach, wherein the first document tag is 
associated with first domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; 
automatically determining an associated tag for the document based on a rule 
associated with the first document tag, wherein the associated tag is associated 
with a second domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; the 
indication indicting whether the automatically determined associated tag is 
appropriate; assigning a second document tag to the investment research 
document based on the associated tag and the received indication; retrieving the 
investment research document in accordance with the second document tag and 
at least one of: (i) a reader tag, (ii) a request tag, and (lii) an entitlement tag. 

Shirley et al. teaches a system that accesses a knowledge base by 
markup language tags (See Abstract), in which he teaches automatically 
determining an associated tag for the document based on a rule associated with 
the first document tag (See column 3, lines 15-23, where the "markup language 
tag" is read on "first document tag" and "query tag" is read on "associated tag"); 
assigning a second document tag to the investment research document based 
on the associated tag and the received indication (See column 3, lines 15-33, 
where the "query tag" is read on "second document tag" and "cross-reference 
tags " is read on "associated tag"); retrieving the investment research document 
in accordance with the second document tag and at least one of: (i) a reader tag, 
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(ii) a request tag, and (lii) an entitlement tag (See column 3, lines 15-23, where "a 
request tag" is read on "query tag"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. , to 
include automatically determining an associated tag for the document based on a 
rule associated with the first document tag; assigning a second document tag to 
the investment research document based on the associated tag and the received 
indication; retrieving the investment research document in accordance with the 
second document tag and at least one of: (i) a reader tag, (ii) a request tag, and 
(lii) an entitlement tag. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. , by the 
teachings of Shirley etaL because automatically determining an associated tag 
for the document based on a rule associated with the first document tag; 
assigning a second document tag to the investment research document based 
on the associated tag and the received indication; retrieving the investment 
research document in accordance with the second document tag and at least 
one of: (i) a reader tag, (ii) a request tag, and (lii) an entitlement tag would allow 
the manufacturer/publisher to retain some advantages of making documentation 
freely available, while retaining a significant quantity of "value added" features 
which can be exploited only by the manufacture/publisher itself (See Shirley et 
al., column 2, lines 37-52). 
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LaMarca et al. as modified, still dose not teach wherein the first document 
tag is associated with first domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data 
structure; wherein the associated tag is associated with a second domain having 
a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; the indication indicting whether the 
automatically determined associated tag is appropriate. 

Anderson et al. teaches system and method for retrieving information from 
a database using an index of XML tags and metafiles (See Abstract), in which he 
teaches wherein the first document tag is associated with first domain having a 
single-rooted, hierarchical data structure (See abstract; column 2, lines 41-42, 
lines 53-65); wherein the associated tag is associated with a second domain 
having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure (See abstract; column 2, lines 
41-42, lines 53-65); the indication indicting whether the automatically determined 
associated tag is appropriate (See column 15, lines 9-12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. as 
modified, to include wherein the first document tag is associated with first domain 
having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; wherein the associated tag is 
associated with a second domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data 
structure; the indication indicting whether the automatically determined 
associated tag is appropriate. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. as modified, by 
the teachings of Anderson et al. because wherein the first document tag is 
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associated with first domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; 
wherein the associated tag is associated with a second domain having a 
single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; the indication indicting whether the 
automatically determined associated tag is appropriate would focus the search 
on the most relevant information, perform the search in the most efficient manner 
and support searching multiple databases (See Anderson et al., column 2, lines 
27-30). 

As to claim 38, LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches wherein the received 
indication is associated with an acceptance by the content publisher of the 
automatically determined associated tag (See LaMarca et al., column 2, lines 53- 
55; column 7, lines 44-45, column 15, lines 18-19; also see Shirley et al. , column 
3, lines 15-23, where "knowledge base" is read on "content publisher"). 

As to claim 39, LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches wherein the second 
document tag comprises the automatically determined associated tag (See 
Shirley et al., column 3, lines 15-23, where the "markup language tag" for each 
document also has a associated "query tag"). 

As to claim 40, LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches wherein the 
investment research document comprises at least one of: (i) text information, (ii) 
image information, (iii) audio information, and (iv) executable information (See 
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LaMarca et al., column 1 1 , lines 12-19; also see Shirley et aL column 1 , lines 24- 
32, where "elements" is read on "content"). 

As to claim 41 , LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches wherein the 
communication network comprises at least one of: (i) the Internet, (ii) an intranet, 
(iii) a public network, (iv) a public switched telephone network, (v) a proprietary 
network, (v) a wireless network, and (vi) a local area network (See LaMarca et 
aL, column 1 , lines 44-47; also see Shirley etal., column 4, lines 1 2-23). 

As to claim 42, LaMarca et aL as modified, teaches wherein the 
investment research comprises at least one of (i) financial information, (ii) 
financial news, (iii) information about financial events, (iv) investment information, 
and (v) market information (See Anderson et aL, column 2, lines 41-43, where 
"categories" and "terms" are read on "(i) financial information, (ii) financial news, 
(iii) information about financial events, (iv) investment information, and (v) market 
information"; also see column 7, lines 40-67). 

As to claim 43, LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches wherein at least one of 
the tags is associated with at least one of: (i) an author, (ii) a date, and (iii) an 
information type (See LaMarca et aL , column 10, lines 22-27, where "properties" 
is read on "tags"; also see Shirley et al. , column 4, lines 44-50). 
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As to claim 44, LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches wherein at least one of 
the tags is associated with at least one of: (i) a sector, (ii) an industry, (iii) a 
research type, (iv) a company, (v) an issuer, (vi) a region, (vii) a country, (viii) an 
investment product, (ix) a security instrument, (x) a third-party rating, (xi) a 
research analyst, (xii) a strategist, (xiii) an event type, (xiv) a subject, (xv) an 
investment style, (xvi) a market cap, (xvii) a document type, (xviii) an information 
value, and (xix) a currency (See Anderson et al., column 2, lines 41-43, where "(i) 
a sector, (ii) an industry, (iii) a research type, (iv) a company, (v) an issuer, (vi) a 
region, (vii) a country, (viii) an investment product, (ix) a security instrument, (x) a 
third party rating, (xi) a research analyst, (xii) a strategist, (xiii) an event type, 
(xiv) a subject, (xv) an investment style, (xvi) a market cap, (xvii) a document 
type, (xviii) an information value, and (xix) a currency" are read on "categories" 
and "terms" ; also see column 7, lines 40-67). 

As to claim 45, LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches wherein the first 
document tag comprises at least one of: (i) a primary tag, and (ii) a secondary 
tag (See Anderson et al., column 15, lines 62-63, where "first domain tag" reads 
on "primary tag"). 

As to claim 46, LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches wherein the rule is 
associated with at least one of (i) a start date, (ii) an end date, (iii) antecedent 
tags, (iv) descendant tags, and (v) sibling (See LaMarca et al., column 2, lines 4- 
6; column 3, lines 7-9) 
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As to claim 47, LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches wherein investment 
research document are received from a plurality of content publishers tags (See 
LaMarca et al, Abstract; column 1, lines 36-45). 

As to claim 48, LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches wherein the 
transmitting is performed via at least one of (i) a content controller, (ii) a content 
reader, (iii) a personal computer, (iv) a server, (v) a portable computing device, 
(vi) a telephone, (vii) a Web site, and (viii) an electronic mail message (See 
LaMarca et al., column 1 , lines 42-47). 

As to claim 49, LaMarca et al. teaches an apparatus, comprising: 
receive an investment research document from a content publisher (See 

abstract, where "investment research document" is read on "document" and it is 

inherent that a "document" has a "publisher"); 

receive an indication of a first document tag from the content publisher 

(See column 2, lines 53-55; column 7, lines 44-45, column 15, lines 18-19); 

transmit an indication of the associated tag to the content publisher (See column 

2, lines 53-55); 

receive an indication from the content publisher (See column 2, lines 53- 
55; column 7, lines 44-45, column 15, lines 18-19); and 
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transmit the retrieved investment research document to a content reader 
via a communication network (See column 1 , lines 45-51 ; where "user" is read on 
"content reader"). 

LaMarca et al. does not teach, a processor; and a storage device in 
communication with the processor and storing instructions adapted to be 
executed by the processor; wherein the first document tag is associated with first 
domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; automatically 
determine an associated tag for the document based on a rule associated with 
the first document tag, wherein the associated tag is associated with a second 
domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; the indication indicting 
whether the automatically determined associated tag is appropriate; assign a 
second document tag to the investment research document based on the 
associated tag and the received indication; retrieve the investment research 
document in accordance with the second document tag and at least one of: (i) a 
reader tag, (iii) a request tag, and (iii) an entitlement tag. 

Shirley et al. teaches a system that accesses a knowledge base by 
markup language tags (See Abstract), in which he teaches automatically 
determine an associated tag for the document based on a rule associated with 
the first document tag (See abstract; column 2, lines 41-42, lines 53-65); assign a 
second document tag to the investment research document based on the 
associated tag and the received indication (See column 3, lines 15-33, where the 
"query tag" is read on "second document tag" and "cross-reference tags " is read 
on "associated tag"); retrieve the investment research document in accordance 
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with the second document tag and at least one of: (i) a reader tag, (iii) a request 
tag, and (iii) an entitlement tag (See column 3, lines 15-23, where "a request tag" 
is read on "query tag"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. , to 
include automatically determine an associated tag for the document based on a 
rule associated with the first document tag; assign a second document tag to the 
investment research document based on the associated tag and the received 
indication; retrieve the investment research document in accordance with the 
second document tag and at least one of: (i) a reader tag, (iii) a request tag, and 
(iii) an entitlement tag. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. , by the 
teachings of Shirley et al. because automatically determine an associated tag for 
the document based on a rule associated with the first document tag; assign a 
second document tag to the investment research document based on the 
associated tag and the received indication; retrieve the investment research 
document in accordance with the second document tag and at least one of: (i) a 
reader tag, (iii) a request tag, and (iii) an entitlement tag would allow the 
manufacturer/publisher to retain some advantages of making documentation 
freely available, while retaining a significant quantity of "value added" features 
which can be exploited only by the manufacture/publisher itself (See Shirley et 
al., column 2, lines 37-52). 
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LaMarca et al. as modified, still dose not teach a processor; and a storage 
device in communication with the processor and storing instructions adapted to 
be executed by the processor; wherein the first document tag is associated with 
first domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; wherein the 
associated tag is associated with a second domain having a single-rooted, 
hierarchical data structure; the indication indicting whether the automatically 
determined associated tag is appropriate. 

Anderson et al. teaches system and method for retrieving information from 
a database using an index of XML tags and metafiles (See Abstract), in which he 
teaches a processor (See column 4, lines 61-65; column 5, lines 5-9); and a 
storage device in communication with the processor and storing instructions 
adapted to be executed by the processor (See column 5, lines 5-30); wherein the 
first document tag is associated with first domain having a single-rooted, 
hierarchical data structure (See abstract; column 2, lines 41-42, lines 53-65); 
wherein the associated tag is associated with a second domain having a 
single-rooted, hierarchical data structure (See abstract; column 2, lines 41-42, 
lines 53-65); the indication indicting whether the automatically determined 
associated tag is appropriate (See column 15, lines 9-12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. as 
modified, to include a processor; and a storage device in communication with the 
processor and storing instructions adapted to be executed by the processor; 
wherein the first document tag is associated with first domain having a 
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single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; wherein the associated tag is 
associated with a second domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data 
structure; the indication indicting whether the automatically determined 
associated tag is appropriate. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. as modified, by 
the teachings of Anderson et al. because a processor; and a storage device in 
communication with the processor and storing instructions adapted to be 
executed by the processor; wherein the first document tag is associated with first 
domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; wherein the 
associated tag is associated with a second domain having a single-rooted, 
hierarchical data structure; the indication indicting whether the automatically 
determined associated tag is appropriate would focus the search on the most 
relevant information, perform the search in the most efficient manner and support 
searching multiple databases (See Anderson et al., column 2, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 50, LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches wherein the storage 
device further stores at least one of: (i) a tag database, (ii) a document database, 
and (iii) a tag association database (See Anderson et al., column 2, lines 36-42). 

As to claim 51 , LaMarca et al. as modified, teaches further comprising: a 
communication device coupled to the processor and adapted to communicate 
with at least one of: (i) a content publisher, (ii) a document storage device, (iii) a 
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content controller, (iv) a content reader, and (v) a payment service (See LaMarca 
et al., column 1 , lines 42-47). 

As to claim 52, LaMarca et al. teaches receiving an investment research 
document from a content publisher (See abstract, where "investment research 
document" is read on "document" and it is inherent that a "document" has a 
"publisher"); 

receiving an indication of a first document tag from the content publisher 
(See column 2, lines 53-55; column 7, lines 44-45, column 15, lines 18-19); 
transmitting an indication of the associated tag to the content publisher (See 
column 2, lines 53-55); 

receiving an indication from the content publisher (See column 2, lines 53- 
55; column 7, lines 44-45, column 1 5, lines 18-19); 

transmitting the retrieved investment research document to a content 
reader via a communication network (See column 1, lines 45-51; where "user" is 
read on "content reader"). 

LaMarca et al. does not teach, a medium storing instructions adapted to 
be executed by a processor to perform a method of facilitating access to 
documents; wherein the first document tag is associated with first domain having 
a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; automatically determining an 
associated tag for the document based on a rule associated with the first 
document tag, wherein the associated tag is associated with a second domain 
having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; the indication indicting 
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whether the automatically determined associated tag is appropriate; assigning a 
second document tag to the investment research document based on the 
associated tag and the received indication; retrieving the investment research 
document in accordance with the second document tag and at least one of: (i) a 
reader tag, (ii) a request tag, and (iii) an entitlement tag. 

Shirley et al. teaches a system that accesses a knowledge base by 
markup language tags (See Abstract), in which he teaches automatically 
determining an associated tag for the document based on a rule associated with 
the first document tag (See abstract; column 2, lines 41-42, lines 53-65); 
assigning a second document tag to the investment research document based 
on the associated tag and the received indication (See column 3, lines 15-33, 
where the "query tag" is read on "second document tag" and "cross-reference 
tags " is read on "associated tag"); retrieving the investment research document 
in accordance with the second document tag and at least one of: (i) a reader tag, 
(ii) a request tag, and (iii) an entitlement tag (See column 3, lines 15-23, where "a 
request tag" is read on "query tag"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. , to 
include automatically determining an associated tag for the document based on a 
rule associated with the first document tag; assigning a second document tag to 
the investment research document based on the associated tag and the received 
indication; retrieving the investment research document in accordance with the 
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second document tag and at least one of: (i) a reader tag, (ii) a request tag, and 
(iii) an entitlement tag. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. , by the 
teachings of Shirley et al. because automatically determining an associated tag 
for the document based on a rule associated with the first document tag; 
assigning a second document tag to the investment research document based 
on the associated tag and the received indication; retrieving the investment 
research document in accordance with the second document tag and at least 
one of: (i) a reader tag, (ii) a request tag, and (iii) an entitlement tag would allow 
the manufacturer/publisher to retain some advantages of making documentation 
freely available, while retaining a significant quantity of "value added" features 
which can be exploited only by the manufacture/publisher itself (See Shirley et 
al., column 2, lines 37-52). 

, LaMarca et al. as modified, still dose not teach a medium storing 
instructions adapted to be executed by a processor to perform a method of 
facilitating access to documents; wherein the first document tag is associated 
with first domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; wherein the 
associated tag is associated with a second domain having a single-rooted, 
hierarchical data structure; the indication indicting whether the automatically 
determined associated tag is appropriate. 

Anderson et al. teaches system and method for retrieving information from 
a database using an index of XML tags and metafiles (See Abstract), in which he 
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teaches a medium storing instructions adapted to be executed by a processor to 
perform a method of facilitating access to documents (See column 4, lines 61-65; 
column 5, lines 5-30); wherein the first document tag is associated with first 
domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure (See abstract; column 
2, lines 41-42, lines 53-65); wherein the associated tag is associated with a 
second domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure (See abstract; 
column 2, lines 41-42, lines 53-65); the indication indicting whether the 
automatically determined associated tag is appropriate (See column 15, lines 9- 
12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. as 
modified, to include a medium storing instructions adapted to be executed by a 
processor to perform a method of facilitating access to documents; wherein the 
first document tag is associated with first domain having a single-rooted, 
hierarchical data structure; wherein the associated tag is associated with a 
second domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; the indication 
indicting whether the automatically determined associated tag is appropriate. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. as modified, by 
the teachings of Anderson et al. because a medium storing instructions adapted 
to be executed by a processor to perform a method of facilitating access to 
documents; wherein the first document tag is associated with first domain having 
a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; wherein the associated tag is 
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associated with a second domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data 
structure; the indication indicting whether the automatically determined 
associated tag would focus the search on the most relevant information, perform 
the search in the most efficient manner and support searching multiple 
databases (See Anderson et al., column 2, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 53, LaMarca et al. teaches a computer-implemented method 
of facilitating access to documents (See abstract), comprising: 

receiving a first document tag to be assigned to a document (See column 
2, lines 53-55; column 7, lines 44-45, column 15, lines 18-19), 

transmitting an indication of the associated tag (See column 2, lines 53- 

55); 

receiving an indication, the indication indicating whether the associated 
tag is if the associated tag is appropriate (See column 2, lines 53-55; column 7, 
lines 44-45; column 15, lines 18-19), 

LaMarca et al. does not teach, wherein the first document tag is 
associated with a first domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; 
automatically determining an associated tag for the document based on a rule 
associated with the first document tag, wherein the associated tag is associated 
with a second domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; 
assigning the associated tag to the document as a appropriate; and second 
document tag. 
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Shirley et al. teaches a system that accesses a knowledge base by 
markup language tags (See Abstract), in which he teaches automatically 
determining an associated tag for the document based on a rule associated with 
the first document tag (See column 3, lines 15-23); assigning the associated tag 
to the document as a appropriate; and second document tag (See column 3, 
lines 15-23). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. , to 
include automatically determining an associated tag for the document based on a 
rule associated with the first document tag; assigning the associated tag to the 
document as a appropriate; and second document tag. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. , by the 
teachings of Shirley et al. because automatically determining an associated tag 
for the document based on a rule associated with the first document tag; 
assigning the associated tag to the document as a appropriate; and second 
document tag would allow the manufacturer/publisher to retain some advantages 
of making documentation freely available, while retaining a significant quantity of 
"value added" features which can be exploited only by the manufacture/publisher 
itself (See Shirley et al., column 2, lines 37-52). 

LaMarca et al. as modified, still dose not teach wherein the first document 
tag is associated with a first domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data 
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structure; wherein the associated tag is associated with a second domain having 
a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure 

Anderson et al. teaches system and method for retrieving information from 
a database using an index of XML tags and metafiles (See Abstract), in which he 
teaches he teaches wherein the first document tag is associated with a first 
domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure (See abstract; column 
2, lines 41-42, lines 53-65); wherein the associated tag is associated with a 
second domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure (See abstract; 
column 2, lines 41-42, lines 53-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. as 
modified, to include wherein the first document tag is associated with a first 
domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; wherein the 
associated tag is associated with a second domain having a single-rooted, 
hierarchical data structure. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified LaMarca et al. as modified, by 
the teachings of Anderson et al. because wherein the first document tag is 
associated with a first domain having a single-rooted, hierarchical data structure; 
wherein the associated tag is associated with a second domain having a single- 
rooted, hierarchical data structure would focus the search on the most relevant 
information, perform the search in the most efficient manner and support 
searching multiple databases (See Anderson et al., column 2, lines 27-30). 
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Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed on August 2, 2004, with respect to the rejected 
claims 26, and 37-53 have been fully considered but they are not found to be 
persuasive: 

In response to applicants' arguments regarding independent claim 26, in 
which neither of the prior arts disclosed or suggest "automatically determining (or 
assigning) a second document tag". Shirley et al. , teaches a knowledge base 
comprising of at least mark-up tag and a query (second) tag associated with 
each document (See abstract; column 3, lines 15-28). 

In response to applicants' arguments regarding claims 26 and 38-53, in 
which neither of the prior arts disclosed or suggest "transmitting an indication of 
an associated tag, 'receiving an indication... indicating whether the... associated 
tag is appropriate, ' and 'assigning a second document tag based on the 
associated and received indication'". LaMarca et al. discloses the author 
assigning tags to his/her personal documents and is aware of all tags 
incorporated within his/her document because they have the opportunity to fix or 
change them at any time. (See column 2, lines 53-55). 

Therefore, the claims stand rejected. 
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Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Mellissa M Chojnacki whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-4076. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am- 
5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Dov Popovici can be reached on (571) 272-4083. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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